Saml Wallis Dead of the Fever so that his Land Fever is Cured. You and I shall never meet him, even after Death. Of course we can never have any other satisfaction for the injuries he has done, or meditated to do us, than what Fate has administered.
-Robert Morris to John Nicholson, Oct. 17, 1798 1 O NE SEARCHES FOR AN ADEQUATE identification of Samuel Wallis: birthright Quaker, aspiring merchant, bankrupt, debt collector, agent, partner, surveyor, pioneer settler on the Pennsylvania frontier, land speculator, unyielding combatant, spy, conspirator, lay judge. All of these labels are at least partially accurate, but none of them completely captures a complicated and elusive figure whose contemporaries found him a puzzling personality, even as they repeatedly turned to him for help. Robert Morris, lodged in debtors' prison at the time of Wallis's death in 1798, condemned him for malice and duplicity, as also, in more guarded terms, did John Battin, Wallis's upstate Pennsylvania neighbor and fellow Quaker, who had written to Wallis two years earlier, during a controversy pending between them about title to land: "I acknowledge thou art a very Cunning man, but I believe thee will find thee has been too Cunning for thy Self in these matters." 2 Yet perhaps there is one word comprehensive enough, in both its eighteenth-century meaning and more modern usage, to do this man justice of a kind. Wallis was an adventurer, a synonym, avant la lettre, for an entrepreneur-someone who engaged, cunningly, to be sure, in risky enterprises for personal profit. As adventurer, he was handicapped by neither scrupulousness nor loyalty to any cause other than his own selfinterest. The wonder is that through four decades of devious activity he was able to maintain his membership in the Society of Friends and to count among his consistent patrons a Quaker paragon such as Henry Drinker.
Samuel Wallis was born to Quaker parents in 1736 in what was then Baltimore County, Maryland, but today is Harford County. His parents and grandparents had first settled to the south in Calvert County on the western shore of Chesapeake Bay, near Port Frederick; a record of these Wallis forebears may be traced in the minutes of the Clifts Monthly Meeting and the Spring and West River Monthly Meetings. Shortly before Samuel's birth, his father decided to relocate northward, closer to the then contested boundary between the provinces of Maryland and Pennsylvania, thus enrolling the Wallis family in the Deer Creek Preparative Meeting on the western side of the Susquehanna River and the Nottingham Monthly Meeting in Cecil County on the eastern side. A few facts about the Wallis family may be gleaned from these meeting records during the period of Samuel's youth, including evidence that the Wallises possessed an independent streak that brought them into conflict with the discipline of the meeting. As he neared his twenty-fifth birthday in 1760, Samuel Wallis conceived the notion that he might go to England "on account of trade," but the Deer Creek Meeting delayed certifying to Friends abroad that he could make this move free of obstruction. That same meeting again hesitated six years later when Wallis sought, after the fact, to obtain a certificate of removal to Philadelphia-where, in the interval, having abandoned the trip to England but not the thought of pursuing a career as a merchant, he had financed the purchase of cargoes for sale in Quebec and the West Indies. Unable to cover the heavy load of debt he incurred in these ventures, he languished in debtors' prison in Philadelphia, a bankrupt, until the legislature of Pennsylvania in 1764 acted favorably on his petition for relief by passing a special act releasing him from prison but stripping him of all his possessions except "wearing apparel and bedding for himself, not exceeding ten pounds in value in the whole." 3 After this unpromising start, Wallis's luck began to change. Two wealthy Philadelphia merchants, Abel James and Henry Drinker, commissioned Wallis, someone who had been imprisoned for debt just a short time before, to collect debts they were owed, instructing him to "press for the payment in the warmest manner." Apparently satisfied with his performance as an enforcer, James and Drinker next relied on Wallis, first as their agent and then as their partner, to assemble land in remote parts of Pennsylvania by actions that often required these fastidious Philadelphia Quakers to turn a blind eye to the methods Wallis employed on their behalf and his. While the relationship between them was not without its troubled moments, Henry Drinker stood by Wallis until Wallis's death in 1798. 4 Others looking to make their fortune in land acquisition engaged Wallis as their agent, and he soon assembled a stable of backers who supplied him with funds to represent their interests. His connections with these investors over the many years that followed his imprisonment for debt may be traced in a wide variety of collections at the Historical Society of Pennsylvania and elsewhere. The principal source of information about Wallis lies in his own papers, an astonishing array of original material that survived against the odds to throw light on his shady practices. It is the history of that record-its collection, its preservation, the impact on its custodians of an unexpected disclosure, and its final disposition-that will be the subject of this essay. 5 Collection Samuel Wallis died in a house located on Philadelphia's Market Street on October 14, 1798, a victim of a yellow fever epidemic that once again ravaged the city. He contracted the disease on his return journey from Edenton, North Carolina, where he had traveled in a desperate attempt to confer with his beleaguered partner in land speculation, US Supreme Court justice James Wilson, only to learn upon his arrival that Wilson had expired a month earlier. As Robert Morris ruefully observed to John Nicholson, Wallis escaped the worst consequences of one disease, "Land Fever," as he succumbed to the other. Shortly before he left on this fatal expedition, Wallis's son-in-law and lawyer, writing to him in Philadelphia, put him on notice that "a sacrifice of all your property real & personal will now take place . . . and ruin to you seems to me to be Inevitable unless Exertions of the most serious & Effective nature are Immediately used." In forty years of scheming, Wallis had come full circle, from insolvency and imprisonment at the beginning of his career to looming financial collapse at the end of it. Wallis's principal base of operations was Muncy Farm, a large property he owned in Northumberland County (subsequently part of Lycoming County) on the West Branch of the Susquehanna River, about 150 miles northwest of Philadelphia. He built a house on this land in 1769, where he took his bride, Lydia Hollingsworth, to live the following year. Subject to forced departures due to the danger of staying at this remote frontier location during Indian uprisings, the struggles of the Revolution, and brutal winters, they raised their numerous family there. When adverse conditions dictated, the Wallises retreated to Philadelphia or to Lydia Wallis's family home at the head of the Elk River in Cecil County, Maryland. For all of his extensive investments elsewhere and the alliances he had made with prominent Philadelphia investors, it was the threatened loss of Muncy Farm that would have caused Samuel Wallis the greatest concern. He had put years of sweat labor into owning and improving that property. 7 After Wallis's death without a will, an administration was raised in Lycoming County for his estate, and appraisers set about valuing all his personal property, both at the house he probably rented in Philadelphia and at Muncy Farm. Some time necessarily passed before Robert Erwin and John Dunwoody felt relaxed enough to enter the property on Market Street in Philadelphia where he had died. They itemized possessions totaling £475 15s. 11d., more than half of which sum they assigned to a four-wheeled carriage, together with "harness complete for four horses," one riding chair or sulky, and two horses, seven or eight years old. The house nevertheless appears to have been comfortably furnished, at least for bachelor occupancy. Wallis had close at hand a variety of books and newspapers to read, including two large print volumes of the Bible, "a Book describing the Indian Nations," a bound volume of William Cobbett's Porcupine newspapers, and a book of charts. 8 The inventory in Muncy was completed more promptly, a month after Wallis's death. John Hollingsworth and Daniel Tallman put a total value of £2,457 2s. 11d. on Wallis's personal estate at Muncy Farm, which consisted of all manner of items, from the miniscule to farm equipment, horses and livestock, mahogany furniture, and basic household goods. This time, the appraisers compiled a much longer list of the books in Wallis's library. Educated well above average when he arrived in Philadelphia in the early 1760s, Wallis honed his writing skills in the steady flow of reports he submitted to anxious clients employing him as their agent on the frontier. Moreover, as the years passed, he was able to broaden his intellectual interests. If one should avoid judging a book by its cover, so also one should avoid judging a man solely by the books he keeps on his shelves, and yet, whatever else we may think of Wallis, the library list reveals a person of inquiring mind, eclectic reading habits, and considerable culture. Consider, as a sampling, these inventoried entries: Neither inventory made mention of the huge cache of personal papers that Wallis had begun accumulating as far back as when he left Maryland in about 1760, for the very good reason that at his death they had no ascertainable monetary value. Wallis was, in reality, a compulsive collector of documents of all kinds. Sparing himself neither the pain present in the evidence of his early insolvency and imprisonment for debt nor the growing discomfort he felt in the record of his imminent financial collapse in the 1790s, he retained in his papers running accounts with James and Drinker and other investors he acted for; partnership and agency agreements; warrants, surveys, deeds, and patents; bonds and mortgages; incoming correspondence and copies he often made of his own letters; receipts for payment of various debts; bills of lading; legal form books; records of court and arbitration proceedings; travel diaries; settlement agreements; household accounts; ledger books for Muncy Farm; membership certificates for the Union Library and, later, the Library Company of Philadelphia; and pointed queries from Quaker meetings about his conduct. To these papers would be added documentation relating to the tangled settlement of his estate, which stretched over many 9 "An Inventory and Appraisement of the Personal Estate of Samuel Wallis Esqr of Muncy Township, deceased, made the 16th and 17th days of November 1798 by John Hollingsworth and Daniel Tallman," reel 6, Wallis Papers. Abbreviated notations in the inventory have in some instances been expanded to identify more accurately particular volumes, many of which were published in England and presumably acquired by Wallis from a Philadelphia bookseller. Joseph Priestley, the discoverer of oxygen and a founder of Unitarianism in England, left his native land and took up residence for the last ten years of his life in Northumberland, Pennsylvania, at the juncture of the west and north branches of the Susquehanna River, becoming at that location a neighbor of Wallis's. See Jenny Graham, "Revolutionary in Exile: The Emigration of Joseph Priestley to America, 1794-1804" Transactions of the American Philosophical Society, n.s., 85, no. 2 (1995): i-xii, 1-213.
years following his death. In summary, Wallis's papers would provide a richly textured picture of his life in Philadelphia and on the Pennsylvania frontier, with all of its twists and turns, from the 1760s through the end of the eighteenth century-as well as privileged access to significant events, relationships, and chicanery during the critical revolutionary and early national periods.
The ruin that Daniel Smith saw fast coming engulfed Wallis's survivors. His house and Muncy Farm, consisting of several thousand acres, were lost in debt enforcement proceedings. His widow, Lydia Hollingsworth Wallis, who died in 1812, took refuge with her daughter, the wife of Daniel Smith, in nearby Milton, Northumberland County. In spite of their misfortune, the family managed to salvage a few valuable possessions, like the mahogany Chippendale furniture that Wallis had commissioned from a Philadelphia cabinetmaker at the time of his marriage.
As for the Wallis Papers, they were passed on in the male line of the Wallis family through succeeding generations. What persuaded Wallis's heirs to keep the papers intact after the protracted settlement of his estate, one can only speculate. Perhaps they shared with him a record-keeping gene, for Wallis's two sons and a grandson both contributed some of their own papers to the collection. No one in this period, as far as we can tell, ever went through the Wallis collection from beginning to end to try to bring a semblance of order to the hodgepodge of items it contained. It is possible, however, that these later family custodians had an informed appreciation of their ancestor's extraordinary, turbulent career, which may go some distance in explaining their decision to hold on to the Wallis Papers. 10 By the second half of the nineteenth century, when Wallis's greatgrandson Howard R. Wallis, a resident of the town of Muncy, took custody of the Wallis Papers, the collection had begun to attract the attention of local historians. In 1868, J. M. M. Gernerd launched Now and Then, a magazine of history, biography, and genealogy, which was published irregularly in Muncy until being discontinued after 1892. In a valedictory piece he penned for the magazine in 1878, Gernerd referred to the "vast quantity of old papers" originally belonging to Samuel Wallis that were packed in a "very large store goods box . . . now in the possession of, and carefully treasured by a descendant." Giving his readers only a general description of these records, Gernerd stated that the holding had come to have "historic interest" and that Wallis had "left a legacy of great value," although it did not appear that Gernerd had explored the box's contents in any depth-not enough, at any rate, to cause him to question the status of "Our Distinguished Pioneer, Samuel Wallis," the title of an article he had written for the prior issue of Now and Then. 11 Another local historian, John F. Meginness, delved more deeply into the Wallis Papers, not only in the revision of his Otzinachson; or, A History of the West Branch Valley of the Susquehanna, which, when first published in 1857, contained very little about Samuel Wallis and nothing about his papers, but also for his History of Lycoming County, Pennsylvania, published in 1892 and running to some 1,200 pages. A century after Wallis had died, Meginness, drawing on this collection, began to sketch a portrait of him as the "most active, energetic, ambitious, persistent, and untiring land speculator who ever lived in Lycoming County. . . . His energy was marvelous, and his desire to acquire land became a mania, which followed him to the close of his life." Based on the limited view he had of him, Meginness portrayed Wallis more as victim than villain, overlooking or minimizing in the Wallis Papers his documented career of sharp dealings and contentious disputes. 12 For the next several decades the Wallis Papers lay dormant in Muncy, in the continued safekeeping of the latest Wallis descendant but neglected by scholars and amateur historians alike. Having completed a stint as president of the Lycoming Historical Society, Dr. T. Kenneth Wood returned to his full-time medical practice in Muncy, where, beginning in 11 "The Wallis Papers," Now and Then 1 (Feb. 1878); "Our Distinguished Pioneer, Samuel Wallis," Now and Then 1 ( Jan. 1878). (The early issues of the journal lacked numbered pagination.) Nineteenth-century local historians necessarily felt the inherent tension between the call for accuracy and a concern for the reputation of the people and places portrayed. David J. Russo 1929, he decided to amuse himself, as he put it, by reviving the longsuspended publication of the journal Now and Then. A close friend of the Wallis family, Wood was given free run of the Wallis Papers for the purpose, so it soon seemed, of also reviving Samuel Wallis. The collection represented a bonanza for the magazine's creative editor, as he would proceed to write in a series of articles about "a resurrected jury list" in a 1773 ejectment suit that the Pennsylvania proprietors had brought against Wallis, challenging his title to land in Muncy; the Chippendale high chest Wallis ordered from William Wayne in 1770 just prior to his marriage, which the Wallis family then still owned; an early map of Muncy Manor; various letters to and from Wallis; miscellaneous bills that Wallis paid; and the inventories completed after Wallis's death. To mine the Wallis Papers in this fashion was, however, tiring work and not without risk to one's health; Wood later advised a researcher who planned to follow him that if he had asthmatic tendencies, he should bring a mask to cut down on the intake of dust that Wood had absorbed in his system over the years. 13 In 1936, Wood made a startling discovery in the Wallis Papers that would have far-reaching consequences. He found a receipt that Wallis obtained for the payment through one Daniel Coxe of the sum of 200 guineas, "ordered to be paid by Mr. Wallace [sic] to General Arnold." 14 The receipt, dated New York, January 6, 1781, was signed by Margaret Arnold, Benedict Arnold's young wife, whose awareness from the beginning-even encouragement-of her husband's treasonable plan historians had debated.
A century and a half after this transaction took place, Wood realized that he might be holding in his hand what amounted to a smoking gun. Why did Samuel Wallis find it necessary to pay a notorious traitor this large sum of money? Wood groped for an explanation that would make Wallis "an innocent party to Arnold's rascality," reasoning that since "January 6th, 1781 was only a couple of months after Arnold's treason and 14 The receipt may be found in reel 6, Wallis Papers.
that the money was sent through the British lines to New York by an emissary, the transaction appears pregnant with hidden meaning but not necessarily sinister." The best that Wood could do in exculpating Wallis was to advance "a purely imaginary explanation"-that Wallis had acted for Arnold in the secret sale of commissary goods assigned to Arnold's regiment and that, fearing he himself might fall under dangerous suspicion of being Arnold's accomplice in committing treason, he belatedly moved to settle up the cash balance he owed. It was almost with an audible sigh of relief that Wood noted in conclusion that "no other mention is made, in the Wallis papers, of contact with Arnold." 15 , .
· I
The "Smoking Gun": 200-guinea receipt signed by Margaret Arnold. Reel 6, Wallis Papers, Historical Society of Pennsylvania.
Preservation
In 1935, at age thirty-two, Julian P. Boyd was appointed librarian of the Historical Society of Pennsylvania. He had served a brief apprenticeship as assistant librarian before the Board of Councilors appointed him librarian: the title then used to designate the society's chief operating officer and representative to the scholarly community. Before arriving at the Historical Society, Boyd had been the editor of The Susquehannah Company Papers in Wilkes-Barre, supervising the publication of the first volumes of that ongoing project in preparation for what would later be his more significant role as editor of The Papers of Thomas Jefferson at Princeton, where he also became university librarian.
Belying his comparative youthfulness, polished manners, and southern charm, Boyd had determined to shake up a venerable institution whose board of councilors was staffed by members of Philadelphia's inbred elite. His declared objectives as librarian were to improve and expand the works the society published, to add substantially to its collections, and, generally, to reach beyond the boundaries of parochial Philadelphia to a larger statewide and national constituency. Boyd's pursuit of this ambitious program in the midst of the Depression, not surprisingly, brought him into conflict with his conservative board and curtailed his tenure at the Historical Society. 16 During Boyd's honeymoon period with the board, he sold the councilors on the investment he recommended making in the new technology of microfilming. He reported in the October 1935 board meeting that he had had "the matter under consideration for some months"; that other libraries had been microfilming successfully; and "that it has been clearly proved that micro-photography is immensely cheaper than photostating and that in considering the reproduction of a single large collection . . . a large part of the initial cost of equipment can be saved." In its next meeting, the board authorized an expenditure of $325 "for the purpose of [buying] the Zeiss camera equipment, as recommended by the Librarian." 17 Now it was up to Boyd to demonstrate in practice that microfilming could be used on the grand scale to bring an entire collection, otherwise unavailable, within the society's holdings. He saw the chance to do so when he attended the annual meeting of the Pennsylvania Historical Association held in Williamsport and Lewisburg at the end of October 1938. After the concluding session on Saturday, October 29, the members left Williamsport to visit the Muncy Historical Society and its recently rehabilitated building, which housed museum exhibits. As a newly elected member of the association's council, Boyd attended all the sessions and joined the group that went to Muncy. On the Monday following, he sent a letter to Dr. Wood telling him "how much I enjoyed my visit to your wonderful Historical Society, and how grateful I am for the many hospitalities showed to me by you and Mrs. Wood." He wrote that he was also impressed by Wood's remarks on Saturday morning about the value of the Wallis Papers, which had led Boyd that same day to write to Howard R. Wallis proposing that the Historical Society of Pennsylvania be allowed to microfilm the entire collection at its cost. If Wallis agreed, "we could all then rest easy in the assumption that in case of a fire there would be no loss of the very valuable information contained in his trunks." 18 In taking the next step, Boyd had to confront a local issue of selfesteem, since he found Wood offended that his nominal successor as president of the Muncy Historical Society had taken upon himself the assignment of obtaining approval from the Wallis family, which Wood thought he alone was capable of doing. Nevertheless, this contretemps straightened out, approval was forthcoming, as Boyd confirmed in his report to the Board of Councilors on December 20 under the heading "An Experiment in Microphotography":
For the first time during the installation of our Photographic Department, we are in a position to demonstrate on a relatively large scale the value of microphotography in the preservation of historical information in cases where it is not possible for the Society to obtain original documents. In Muncy, Pennsylvania, there exists in a private home, constantly subject to the hazards of fire and other destructive agencies, a collection of several thousand documents of Samuel Wallis, who was probably the outstanding land agent in the central part of the State in the last quarter of the eighteenth century. . . . His papers are, therefore, extremely important in revealing the characteristics of one of the chief forms of investment in that period. These papers cannot be secured by gift or purchase, but the owner is willing to permit us to microfilm the entire collection or such portion of it as may be worthy of recording. . . . In this sense, the microfilm camera makes it possible for families who have a justifiable pride in their documentary heritage to keep their papers and, at the same time, to meet the purposes of an institution such as this. 19 Wood wrote Boyd from Muncy at the beginning of January that "all is arranged for your convenience." Wood could not estimate, however, how many papers would have to be photocopied and urged Boyd to come prepared with a dozen filing cases. He also found appealing Boyd's idea that the collection be sorted out and put in chronological order as it was microfilmed, which he said the Wallis custodian would permit. The extent of the task before Boyd convinced him that he needed help onsite; fortunately, he was able to recruit Edwin Wolf, then a young assistant to Dr. A. S. W. Rosenbach in the rare book business (and, later, for many years the librarian of the Library Company of Philadelphia), to accompany him in a support role. 20 The two of them, traveling to Muncy in the dead of winter when that upstate community is often locked in arctic conditions, spent five days painstakingly photographing over ten thousand separate items in the Wallis Papers. The result of their labor, seven reels of film, was in a real sense their handiwork, for a researcher now scrolling through the microfilm at the Historical Society of Pennsylvania will repeatedly observe the hands of these two collaborators anchoring in place particular exhibits. 21 The seven reels of microfilm may be found at the Historical Society of Pennsylvania under the call numbers XR 93.1-93.7, and it is to this microfilm collection that reference has been made throughout when citing the Wallis Papers.
In his report to the councilors immediately after his return, Boyd specified that "700 feet of film, comprising about 5,600 frames, were required to photograph this collection, conservatively estimated at 10,000 documents but most probably amounting to 12,000 in number." The cost to the society of the trip to Muncy, everything included, came to $140, well under the $250 authorized by the board. Yet Boyd was chagrined in submitting his report to note that "the photographing was done in a manner which I am sure will evoke strong criticism from historians who will make use of the film now and in the future." Given the constraints to which Boyd and Wolf were subject in Muncy, and not being permitted by the owner to bring the collection to Philadelphia "for the purpose of putting it into some systematic classification before photographing," he explained, "we were obliged to microfilm the documents as we came to them," a circumstance, Boyd conceded, that "will enormously complicate their use and their being catalogued, but there was no alternative." Despite his pledge to try "to remedy this defect as much as possible" by introducing some order to the microfilm collection, it has stayed in the same chaotic condition, much to the frustration, as Boyd correctly anticipated, of historians attempting to use the microfilm.
From Boyd's report to the councilors in January, it is apparent that he and Wolf occasionally paused in this extended exercise to focus on what they were photographing. The documents pertained in his accounting "to land speculation in the period 1769-1798, but also including much that relates to Wallis' privateering and mercantile affairs in Philadelphia before and during the Revolution (including some early marine insurance contracts and documents showing Wallis' relations with Benedict Arnold)." That last parenthetical reference is tantalizing, for the only document that would appear inferentially to fall in that category is the Arnold-Wallis receipt for 200 guineas that Wood had previously discovered. Had Wood alerted Boyd to the presence of this smoking gun in the Wallis Papers? Very likely he did, but whatever the basis for Boyd's statement to the board, he had obviously elevated conjecture to fact in assessing Wallis's relationship with Arnold. 22 
Disclosure
Carl Van Doren has not always been granted the credit he deserved as a groundbreaking historian of his era. The winner of a Pulitzer Prize in 1939 for his biography of Benjamin Franklin, and the author of critically acclaimed books to follow on historical subjects, he sometimes received grudging recognition by academic historians as "a pioneering and patriotic popularizer." That whiff of condescension may be detected in his entry in American National Biography, the successor to the Dictionary of American Biography: "None of his books . . . with the exception of his Franklin, is now very much read, perhaps because he tried to excel in too many insufficiently related fields and, as he himself admitted, he lacked a solid foundation in historical and critical theory." 23 But Julian Boyd had no hesitancy in recognizing him as a first-rate historian when in June 1938 Van Doren wrote to him at the Historical Society to ask his assistance on the Franklin book, then nearing publication. By 1939 they were both corresponding on a first-name basis and exchanging ideas. One proposal floated by Van Doren was the publication under Historical Society auspices of an elegant facsimile edition of Indian treaties originally printed by Benjamin Franklin, to which he agreed to contribute an introduction. That undertaking would enhance Boyd's scholarly credentials, but, because of associated cost concerns and delays, it created further tension between him and the society's board. 24 It son, utilizing for the first time the extensive collection of the papers of General Sir Henry Clinton that the Clements Library had recently acquired. 25 Arnold's treason, when it came to light, was so notorious that inquiries were immediately initiated in both this country and England; consequently, the broad outlines of the plot he engaged in for the better part of two years were known and publicized in official reports. As early as 1835, Jared Sparks, a historian and later the president of Harvard, published an impressive, balanced biography that explored Arnold's complicated personality and motives; Sparks relied heavily in his book on "a large number of original papers in manuscript, which have not before been inspected," including the correspondence found in the public archives in London between General Clinton and the ministry he reported to concerning Arnold's defection and its aftermath. Arnold's place as an arch villain was thus ensured in American history and folklore as scholarly and polemical studies, articles, novels, and speculation of all kinds have flowed forth about him and his treason. 26 What, then, did Carl Van Doren aim to accomplish? As he gained access to the Clinton Papers, he concluded that, more than simply concentrating on Arnold's treason, he needed to develop a detailed and comprehensive study of American resistance to the Revolution. However, in retrospect, his principal achievement, which he realized thanks to substantial assistance from the staff of the Clements Library, was to identify the network of conspirators, spies, and messengers for hire who assisted Arnold in the plot to betray the American cause. The publication of Van Doren's Secret History of the American Revolution removed the shield of anonymity from Arnold's undercover allies. One person whose cover Van Doren's work decisively blew away was Samuel Wallis. Wallis had lingered in protective obscurity for 160 years after Arnold had departed West Point in frantic haste to take refuge with the British in New York. With the possible exception of T. Kenneth Wood, who discovered in the Wallis Papers the receipt signed by Arnold's wife, no one had suggested that Wallis was implicated in Arnold's treachery, much less that he had conspired with Joseph Stansbury and Jonathan Odell, two prominent Loyalists, to carry messages back and forth between Arnold and the British commander in New York. In fact, the Clinton Papers established to a high degree of probability that Wallis had been in the employ of the British from an early stage in the Revolution, dating almost certainly from the British occupation of Philadelphia, and that, for a year after Arnold had fled to the enemy, he maintained a surreptitious correspondence in which he continued to provide intelligence to the British in New York. Wallis had carefully concealed his tracks, leaving in his papers, whether by accident or not, the 200-guinea receipt as the sole telltale clue to his perfidy. That sum, paid to Wallis as Arnold's agent, represented the first down payment on the negotiated compensation General Clinton promised Arnold in return for the latter's defection. 27 From the nineteenth century onward, Wallis family members have occupied respected positions in the Muncy community. If, even before Van Doren's disclosure, Samuel Wallis's reputation for fair dealing might have been questioned, the reputation of his descendants who had custody of his papers remained above reproach. For the latest custodian of the Wallis Papers to wake up one morning in late 1941 and learn that a distinguished historian's book had just established that his ancestor was a traitor of the darkest dye, acting in cahoots with Benedict Arnold, had, therefore, to have come as unsettling news. Even so, Howard R. Wallis may not have been totally unprepared for such a revelation. Although Samuel Wallis had excluded from his papers compromising correspondence with Arnold and the British, a trunk in the Wallis attic in Muncy did contain that one damning piece of evidence Dr. Wood had discovered and disclosed in the pages of Now and Then. If Howard Wallis required a further reminder of the awkward transaction between Samuel Wallis and Arnold, involving the payment of a large sum of money, he got it when the receipt was flagged for attention in the WPA's Pennsylvania guide, published a full year before Van Doren's book. In the entry under Muncy, a writer for the guide described the Wallis Papers as filling "five trunks in the attic of Howard R. Wallis," with one item singled out: a "receipt for 200 guineas paid to General Benedict Arnold by Wallis on January 6, 1781, . . . in the handwriting of Arnold's wife, Peggy Shippen," and delivered four months after "Arnold had fled from his post as commander of West Point and joined the British." 28 Howard Wallis might have learned by still another route that trouble was in the offing. Through all of 1940, Van Doren was hard at work on his new book. He wrote Boyd in May that he had just gotten to the bottom of the "mysterious Arnold-Wallis receipt you sent me" and that Wallis was "in the Arnold conspiracy up to his neck: literally up to it if he had been found out." In August, when the threat of war was on everybody's mind, he regretted that the book hadn't yet been published "in view of Fifth Column talk now! But maybe it is as well, for fear that this might be taken as anti-British, which it is not. The British come out fairly well. It is the Americans of the story who were rats." 29 Both Van Doren and Boyd were understandably sensitive to the repercussions the book would have in Muncy once it did come out, and Van Doren made a special effort to cultivate Dr. Wood and perhaps even to warn him of what lay ahead. Wood was delighted to receive an unsolicited letter from Van Doren in January 1941 praising Now and Then as a valuable source of information for his work, which "has taken me into a somewhat detailed study of Revolutionary activities in the back counties of Pennsylvania, where many things were going on that have been overlooked." What came as music to Dr. Wood's ears was to read in this letter that, while "not at liberty to divulge his present line of historical research," Van Doren-a "truly great modern historian," in Dr. Wood's estimation-had made extensive use of Now and Then, "your very useful and interesting magazine"; what's more, Van Doren had purchased for his library the bound volume of the journal that just happened to contain Wood's discovery of the Arnold-Wallis receipt. 30 Together Van Doren and Boyd went to Muncy at the end of June 1941 as Wood's guests. Boyd made a formal presentation to the Muncy Historical Society, but whether Van Doren said anything publicly about his forthcoming book cannot be determined. He did, however, send another letter to Wood thanking him profusely for the "really grand time I had in Muncy . . . a really perfect evening and a grand night's sleep," while also congratulating him on the Muncy Historical Society: "I do not know how it could serve its Community to better purpose, or how there could be a local historical society better fitted to the quality of its officers and members to serve the ends of general history." Not ready to stop there, he added that Now and Then was "the only local history magazine I have listed in the General Bibliography of my 'Secret History,' though I have consulted hundreds of such magazines." According to Wood's appended editorial note, the manuscript of the Van Doren book had gone to press; the author had informed Wood that he had written "the last word on the day he started for Muncy." 31 As soon as the Secret History appeared that fall, Wood wrote Van Doren that he was engrossed in reading it, "page by page, and word by word." Nor did the revelations it contained about Wallis, which Wood called "the meat of the coconut for me," seem to take him by surprise. Yet the silence that otherwise reigned in Muncy has to be regarded as deafening. Not a word appeared in Now and Then about a book that, commanding a national readership, changed radically that community's perception of its most famous eighteenth-century resident. Until his death in 1950, Carl Van Doren kept sending billets-doux to Wood and the Muncy Historical Society, but in those letters he tactfully omitted any mention of the unforgettable contribution he had made to Muncy history. 32 
Closure
The days of Dr. T. Kenneth Wood's rummaging in the Wallis Papers, or, for that matter, anybody else's doing so, were over. This collection of original documents was henceforth off limits to all but a select few. To the extent that Now and Then continued to publish articles about Samuel Wallis, it drew on past issues of the journal or on the Wallis material in the Muncy Historical Society's own collection.
Such remained the case until the spring of 2002, when the Wallis Papers, which had stayed in the Wallis family's uninterrupted possession for all of two centuries, were suddenly consigned for sale to an auctioneer in suburban Philadelphia. In a series of regular monthly sales of its varied inventory, the auction house brought on items from the Wallis Papers largely at random. Liquidating the collection in this piecemeal fashion necessitated going over to the following year. No attempt was made at these sales to put Samuel Wallis in context other than as a pioneer Pennsylvania settler and land speculator. To obtain the best price for the famous 200-guinea receipt, prospective bidders should have received ample notice of Wallis's concealed relationship with Benedict Arnold; and in the absence of any such notice, one may reasonably question whether this document of great historical value was meant to be included in the sale.
Faced with the dispersal of the Wallis Papers, the Muncy Historical Society mounted a rescue operation and bid successfully on a number of items that had strong local associations. At the auction, the Historical Society of Pennsylvania added to its early nineteenth-century holdings from outside the Philadelphia region by buying the day books of Wallis's younger son, Samuel Hollingsworth Wallis, a physician in Muncy who kept meticulous track of his patients and their consultation of him; a volume of cases and legal precedents belonging to Wallis's older son, John; and account books of Wallis's grandson Cowden, who owned and operated a general store at midcentury. 33 Julian Boyd was prescient, though in a way that he could not have expected, when he urged the councilors of the Historical Society of Pennsylvania in the 1930s to underwrite the cost of purchasing microfilming equipment and then the modest additional cost of spending five days in Muncy to preserve on microfilm the Wallis Papers against the "hazards of fire and other destructive agencies." While the integral collection of the papers in Muncy is now lost, history and historians are not yet done with Samuel Wallis. It is not enough that Carl Van Doren unmasked him as a traitor, for any number of questions remain to be investigated about his enterprising career. Were the very qualities that recommended him as a resourceful agent to a diverse group of land speculators such as Henry Drinker, Reuben Haines, Timothy Matlack, and James Wilson the same as those that made him a trusted intermediary in the negotiations between Benedict Arnold and the British in New York? How to account for the seeming ease with which he passed in and out of Philadelphia when the British occupied the city or traveled to New York, 
